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.... United States Environmental Protection Agency 

~ EPA Washington, D.C. 20460 

Water Compliance Inspection Report 
Section A: National Data System Coding (i.e. PCS} 

T ransactlon Cod~t - NPDES yrlmolday Inspection Type Inspector FacType 

11!:..) 2~ 311 1D i c l t l 31 oJ ol ol 4111 - 121 11 31 01 51 21 9117 18~ 19~ 2ol!J 
Remarks 

21 1 I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I f I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 166 
Inspection Work Days Facihty Self-Monitoring Evaluation Rating Bl QA - Reserved 

671 17.10169 7ol..!J 71 k_j 72~ 73w74 751 I I I I I I lao 
Section B: Facility Data 

Name and Location of Facility Inspected (For industrial users discharging to Entry Time/Date Permit Effective Date 
POTW, also lncludo POTW name and NPDES permit number) 09:22/ May 29, 2013 December 1, 2007 
Hagerman National Fish Hatchery (USFWS) 

3059-D National Fish Hatchery Road Exit T1me/Date Permit Expirabon Date 

Hagerman, Idaho 83332 11:54/ May 29, 2013 November 30, 2012 

Phone: (208)637-4896 & Fax: (208) 837~225 

Name(s) of On-Site Representative(s)/TiUe(s)IPhonc and Fax Numbers Other Fadilty Data (e.g., SIC, NAiCS, and other 

Mr. Robert T urik, Assistant Project leader descriptive lnformalion) 

Mr. Craig Eaton, Project leader; Mr. Jeremy Trimpey, Fish Biologist SIC= 921'3 (Auhual Aqoeet11tl1te'} 0 ~0\..\ 
P: (208) 837-4896 NAJCS = 112511 (Animal Aquaculture) 

F: (208) 837-62.25 

Name, Address ol Responsible Officiai!Title/Phone and Fax Number ( '('i\(X~ I)~) 
NIA Contacted \ f etC.; t·. \-,_. 

O ves ONo (tJ.t-Cv-~ it 
P: F: 

Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection (Check only those areas evaluated) 
X Permit ~ Self-Monitoring Program Pretreatment LJMS4 

7 --Records/Reports Compliance Schedule Pollution Prevention 

7 Facihty S•tc Review X Laboratory 
f--

Storm Water 

7 -Effluent/Receiving Waters X Operations & Maintenance Combined Sewer Overflow 

7 Flow Measurement 7 Sludge Handling/Disposal - Sanitary Sewer Overflow .__ - -
SecUon D: Summary of Findings/Comments 

(Attach additional sheets of narrative and checklis(s, Including Single Event Violation codes, as necessary) 

SEVCodes SEV Description 
RECEIVED D D D D D 

D D D D D 
D D D D D SEP 3 G .J 

D D D 0 /? Inspection & Enforcement Management Unit 

I 
(I EMU} 

Name(s) aryi Signature(s)#'fnspector(s) Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date 

Dr. Baith.J,ar~.J311~ IDEQfTFR0/208-736-2190 & 208-736-2194 Juno 25, 2013 

1/fl'/ ~ 
Signarre ~~Reviewer . .?£ Ag~cyiOffice/Phone and Fax Numbers oatee l.ut, '2-61?:> EPT 3560-3 (Rev 1.()6) ~ edollCnS • tpt>scleie V{l 
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s~a.lon A; Natittul D.:~ta.S~rtf.ffi Ce!ll!!r (!,e, l'CS) 

CW .. mm 1: lliMutlon C-N!r On H, C, u [; !u Nt>c, Cbr:.<;:~, v. f;e!e:e. All n~~ct!{U •Hill be m:w vnkc tbu os lf\ errGr m the dfu, F1~Hd 

Cclunms ~11: Nl'DFS .f'ermil N,,, En!U !ht h«hty\\ NPDLS pnniTI!ll'tlbtr- thd chan<:ttr ll'lJHGnltrumbs indh'»tM psmrt l"J~- fcr 
!Jq;npt:mli.teJ, G"";gmtt~! p'lmd, ~tc (Uu lht iltMcr:i;r rt&mnt t.o ruord lh~ :Jf;;;k ptrmtJ !'m!tk!,&, t/NttJNYy) 

Cclu."lmS ]%,17: Ir.q;--tt'll:ff! D.ltt. bmt ti-t d.m entry wu rm.l~ i;-,u, tht bohty tkt &.1 yun\n.x-,th/day frunti (e.g_, i}!JJC!Df e'Octd~r (•I, 
1JM; 

A !'uhrtnLVA Atdrt 
(I Ccrr.plnr.-e<: Bbmq;ll0fi!!i' 
G 0:'1'!1plirnU: En.luativn (nnrtrmpl:ng) 
I) Di11gtlw'if 
F h-.t.;tat.,·;;eyrt (fdlovnJf') 
0 fr¢tT<S!.rnert: (A.u&J\) 

IDW:.mJ Um (tO) luped:v::, 
~pbint: 

M lk;bmtd;a 
N Sp1!1 
0 Ccmpliante EwY>'<Jllcr, ((NNt•ghl) 
P Prelrea!rr.:nl Cornphi!"lCf: [11SN1dicn 
R nG:onnciszanct 
::; Cornphance Samphno 

S!~c (Coolt>ldOi) 
EPA (Conkaclt1") 
Corps()( En!merif$ 
JcJnl EPNS ole lnrpedor&-EPA Lead 
L¢ca! He;1!lh Deparlm-0n! (Sla!o) 
N£1C lnrp-edon;. 

U rtJ !nwc<:!lon w.!h Ptelrentrncn! Audtl 
x ToJJc;;.lnspedi«~ 
Z S!uJgB. Bwsohdt 
t! CGffbned Sewe1 O;eri!C¥.-·S<mp',Jng 
$ Coo-bined Se-wN 0'-Jerl!ow t~e·n-Snmj:img 
+ SG-n•lt~ry Sewe-r OVen'bw-Samf.(ing 
& Sari!sry Sev-mr Over1V/H-Non Semr,f:ng 

CP.FO-Sarnpllng 
CAr 0- Uon-S-iirnp!mg 

2 iU Samphng lnspgdrc-n 
J 1U non Stmpling !rmpc-dio-n 
4 IV Tcx.cs !nspe.-:.:lion 
5 !U SiimplllliJ lm;pM:hon Wills Pre!rea!rw;r~l 
6 !U Non·Stimpiing lru;pe<hoo v-.1\h Pre!re:;!mcnt 
7 Jl! 1 CYicS wilh preot.rca\meffi 

Pilc!fi.Hi!mt-nt CcrrrhtncD (0\ltrtigr,!) 

@ Foi!ow-up {6nfcrceme11!} 

Stcnn W:.ter.Gonr!ructJcn-Samt:llng 

S!orn; WD1er-NOJt-Condnr;lnn
Nor:-SafTlf;!iD9 

S!Cim WD!N.MS4-Snmr.MrD 

- SV.i'Tf• W(Jler U:S4 Norl Samr,>l:'lg 
" Skm; W<llel-1;-1$4 twdrt 

0- C~her !nsrhdots. Fedcti'!VEPA (Specify rn RemarkS cclu'Trns) 
P- C~her Inspect as, St:ie ~Spec;fy m Remnrks ccwrnn£) 
H- EPARegHJfltl! ln&pedvr 
S S!ale lnsrndor 
T- Jo~t S1alclEPA lntpeclor;;.--S!ote !tJad 

Column 20: hcl!ity Typ& Un «Hl cl the eodor b-fJ!cw to dMetlbotho faclllly, 

1 - MJnCip;.l PdJlidy 0-Hnf'd 1 realm&nl Works {PCil'Yi~) v.ilh 1GB7 Slandard lndLJElri<ll Co:k (SIG) 49!<2 
2- Jnju$1noi~! O!her lh&1 mun:cip;JI, agricultural, and Federal facf!lits. 
3- .A.glicuHural FiJciiilitt clar.sifled wrlh 1SB7 SIC 0111 to 0871 

4- Fedor,;! F t.c~r!ioc. tdu!!Jfred as Feder ill b-'t the EPA Regbral Office 
L- Oil & G-:.s facilities dnsS!ftcd wilh 18137 S!C 1311 !o-13li9 

Coturmz 67·€9: lnsp&etion Wcrk Osy.s. Es!:rrmle lh: tela! work clforl (lo the nearest 0 1 work. day), ur J(J 99 9 days, tho! were used to ccmp!e\e 
lhe in!lpttc!lcn and submit & QA wvtev-10:1 repcct cl findings 1his eslmatc inci•Jder.: !he accurnu!ahve ello:i cl all partreip<1lmg inspectors, <my eflm! fot 
loborola"/ enSifSe&, l<r:>tmg, and rmnoto wnsing. lHld !he biiled pflyroll lime lor !rani! and pre and post mspechon prcpataliorl, Thh: t>:11Fmale doo~ rvJ 
reqtme dc!tlll!id docvmen\oho-n 

Cclurm 70; Faclffly Evaluation Rrtlng, Uoo lnformolion ga!toae1 during lhe tn&pt.;clkin {rcger<lless of inspeclion I:<Pet) lo woluai>O>the quali!y d the 
facilr!y co!f-m'Dnf.onng f:iC.grom Grade the progrem ur:rng a v:::ale or 1 to -&'wllh u f>tow of 5 b-eiLi)' used fcr very re!iab-kl t;al-mon;lamg ;:rograms, ;3 b&!r,g 
sa!!sfac!C(y, nnd 1 being U$Ci1 for\«)' unreliable p-rogroams 

Column 71: ElemoniioringlnfOfi'l'lQ!lott [n!& 0 (e ~1:llic lm:1;ng En!N r fct How !/'rough ler:~ir.g Enter N lor no b'omonl!oring 

Cclurrn 72: Qu111fty Aswrtmc• Data ln:>pocllcn Enlcr Q rf th-e inspection WJs conducted as (o!Jvwup t)Jl quafi!y atsuranc(• &llrr,rf(, renrlh En!er 
tJ cther..,;se-

SectionS: Fae!Jity Drill: 

Th!r; se-:~f.)n is tGif-exrJsna!IYY OXCt));>\ ru "O!Iw; F<!r-i!rly DJla." which rruw indudc Mw lnfc-rmalion no! ln the perm;! or PCS. (e !1 • new or.rlfabs. nfl')){;C: 
ci rtoceitinfl w.;;~ers" nev.- Ov,"ntrehiJ,:, <Alief updales lc.llw rec;;..rd, SIC/NA!CS Cocl(-t:, l&JitudefLongi!wJe) 

Socikm C~ Ar~;;u Evslod»:.. During Inspection 



.. c 
STATE OF IDAHO 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

650 Addison Avenue West. Suite 110 • Twin Falls. Idaho 83301 • (208) 736-2190 
w\vw.deq.idaho.gov 

July 17, 2013 

Mr. Robert "Bob" Turik, Assistant Project Leader 
USFWS Hagerman National Fish Hatchery 
3059-D National Fish Hatchery Road 
Hagerman, Idaho 83332 

c 

C.L. "Butch" Otter, Governor 
Curt Fransen, Director 

Subject: USFWS Hagerman National Fish Hatchery, 2013 NPDES Inspection, NDPES 
Permit #lDG-130004 

Dear Mr. Turik: 

The Idaho Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) conducted an inspection of the USFWS 
Hagerman National Fish Hatchery aquaculture system on May 29, 2013. We appreciate your 
assistance in evaluating this facility's compliance with National Pollution Discharge Elimimition 
System (NPDES) permit #IDG-130004. 

This permit was issued by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on December 1, 2007, is 
scheduled to expire on November 30, 2012, but is tmder administrative extension until such time 
as the new permit is reissued. 

DEQ performed this inspection on behalf of EPA. I want to express my appreciation for the 
cooperation and assistance provided by you and your staff during the inspection. My report of 
the inspection has been completed and submitted to EPA who will make all determinations of 
permit compliance. 

estions, please contact me at (208) 736-7190. 

BBB: gl 

ec: Maria Lopez, EPA, lopez.maria@epamail.epa.gov 
Chris Gebhardt, EPA, Gebhardt.Chris@epamail.epa.gov 
A.J. Maupin, DEQ-State Office 

P r1 n t od on HOC'II.' I ;ld P . 1Pil l 

RECEIVED 

Inspection & Enforcement Management Unrt 
(IEMU) 
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Idaho Department of Environmental Quality 
AQUACULTURE FACILITY INSPECTION SURVEY 

General NPDES Permit Numbers JDG-130000 
Effective: December I , 2007. Expiration: November 30,2012 
NOI Submission: On or bv June 3 2012 (for next permit eyrie) 

PURPOSE O F INS PECTION 

TYPE OF INSPECTION 

DATE(s) OF PREVIO US NPDES 
INSPECTIONS 

PENDING OR CURRENT ENFORCEl\lENT 
ACTIONS 
(review NOV and warning letters on file) 

PRIMARY FACILITY NAME 
OTHER NAME(S) USE D FOR FACILITY 
NPDES PERMIT # 
FACILITY CONTACT 

FACILITY SIZE (annual fi sh production; a ffects 
frequency of monitoring requirements in 
parentheses). Confirm production and monitoring 
frequency during the inspection. 
INSPECTOR(s) AND Ali'FILIA TION 

ADDITIONAL DE Q STAFF- Responsible for 
taking digitals and GPS. 

DATE OF INSPECTION 

A quaculture Facility /u!;pectiou Stu·••ey 

Determination of compliance with N PDES permit 
and the Clean Water Act. 

Unannounced Announced 
CSl CEJ Recon 

Date: November 7, 2011 (CEl , DE Q, Buhidar & 
Tollefson) 
Date: September 24, 2008 (CEI , DEQ, C horney & 
Buhidar) 
Date: Apri117, 2008 (CEI, E PA, Gebhardt) 
Date: Mnrch 13, 2003 (CSJ, DEQ, Sharpnack) 
I . No pending or current enforcement actions. 
2. No NOV or warning letters. 
3. 
USFWS llager·man Nation al Hsh llatcbery 
Hagerman National Fish Hatchery 
JDG-130004 
Name: Robert "Bob" T urik 
Position: Assistant Manager 
Phone Number: (208) 837-4896 (Office) 
Pax Number: (208) 837-6225 
Email: bob turik(fl fws.2ov 
> 500,000 (mon thly) 
100,000-500,000 (quarterly) 
< I 00,000 (semi-annual) 
Other (explain) 
Dr. Balthasar B. Bubidar, J>b.D. 
Regional Water Quality Manager 
Idaho Deparhnent of E nvironmental Quali ty 
Twin Falls Regional Office 
S ue Switzer, TMDL Specialist 
Jdaho Depar·tment of Environmental Quality 
Twin Falls Regional Office 
Dale: May 29, 2013 
Arrival T ime: 9:22 At Road Fork; 9:25 At Visitor 
Center E ntrance 
Departure Time: ll :54 

RECEIVED 

lrspectJOn & Enforcerlent '~anage rn~:nt Untt 
(!EMU) 
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fork Road igo 
JMG 3963.JPG 

Aquaculfllre Facili~1· Ju.\pectiou Sunoey · 

( 

Visitor C enter Road ' ign 
ll\1G 3964.JPG 
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ENTRY AND PERMIT CONDITIONS REVIEW 
X Present your credentials and provide a business card. I prcscnted my credentials and provided a 
business card to Bob Turik. Present wcrc Bob Turik, Craig Eaton and Jeremy Trimpey~ who 

I. 

2. 

3. 
submission prior to the expiration date of 
the permit (June 3, 2012 l ~0 days prior to 

4. Explain thnt the inspection will involve a 
review ofDMRs, QA Plan, BMI' Plan, the 
most recent NO I, Receiving Water 
Monitorin & the Annual 

5. Explain that the 
tour/visit of 

6. Arc all necessary personnel present 
inspection'? 

the 

7. \Viii any chemicals or hazardous chemicals 
be encountered during the site tour/visit'? 

8. Docs 

Remarks: DEQ explained the purpose and the 
re for the 

Remarks: DEQ reviewed the expiration dates of the 

Remarks: DEQ reviewed the NOI submission date. 
The facility has already submitted a timely NO I. 

Remarks: DEQ explained the inspection would 
include a review of the DMRs, QA Plan, BMP 
Plan, the NO!, Heceh·iug Water Monitoring Report 
& the Annual 
Remarks: DEQ explained that the inspection would 

Remarks: The three (3) personnel that will be 
involved arc Bob Turik, Craig Eaton and Jcr·cmy 

~11'. 

Remarks: For this inspection, it was also explained 
that n stormwatcr inspection would be included~ 
and that a visit of the chemical containment area 

PRICLIMINAHY QUESTIONS 
11\lr. Turik responded to all of the <Juestions during the inspection with the assistance from 

1. Obtain representative's name. position. and phone 
number. 

2. llo\\' long has the reprcscntatiw worked for the 

Aquaculture Facility Jn."'pectiou Survey 

Name: H.ohcrt "Bob" Turik 
Position: Assistant l\lanagcr 
Phone: (208) 837-4896 (Office) 
Fax Number: (208) 837-6225 
E ma il : !!!l1>_l!.!rl!!!!.!.l.!:~ 

Almost 2 years this coming .July 2013. 
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c 

5. Other represcntativc(s) present for the inspection. 

( 

l'.tgc 4 

Name: C raig Eaton 
Position: Manager I Project Leadet· 
Phone: (208) 837-4896 (Office) 
Fax Number: (208) 837-6225 

Name: Jeremy Trimpey 
Pos ition: Fish Biologist 
Phone: (208) 837-4896 (Office) 
Fax Number: (208) 837-6225 

Emai 1: ~=-=:=="'"'-";::..o~-=-.:.;.:.~~ 

NO! Review: Show the interviewee the NOI, and ask him/her to review it for cnors. If error are found, ask 
hinl'hcr to correct the errors and init ial the corrections. A new NOI hould be submitted if several correction. are 
made. The· facil demonstrated the most current NOJ; and ton firmed that no errors were I in it. 
I. What is the date of the most recently submilled May 23, 2012 - Submitted to EPA 
NOI? M 2012 - Submitted to 
2. Is the NO! complete and current? 

3. Have any structural changes been made to the 
fac ility recently? 

A quaculture Facility 111.\pection Survey 

Yes - This was confirmed by Mr. Turik. 
No 
Yes 
No 
Other - No structural changes have occurred 
ou the waste tr·eatment component of the 
facility. However, a modification to the 
bypass waterline has installed on the Trout 
Raceways for degassing of nitrogen inherent 
in the source water. It is now on-line and 
functionin well. 
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review required ortDEQ, if so; see page 47 ; Part 
VI.1.2.) 

( 

Page 5 

being drawn for a recirculation system for 
2013 or 2014. 
No 

I NOTE: During the Site Tour/\'isit of the facility, DEQ elaborated that it would proYide a copy of the 
Idaho Code 39- 118 regulation and a copy of the Aquaculture Guidelines at a later date to assist the 
facility with what was n~quil'ed for a DEQ 39-118 Rcvie\\ of the proposed project. This wns done b) 
email on.Jnnc 4, 2013 ; and assigned to Craig Thomas, Regional Aquaculture Coordinator.! 

FACILITY LOCATION, ETC. (sec NOI) Address: 3059-D National Fish Hatchery Rd 
Hagerman, Idaho 83332 

Phone: (208) 837-4896 (Office) 
Fax: (208) 837-6225 
Ema il: anna ra\@ fws.go" (Fisheries 
Program Assistant) 

OWNER NAME U. S. Department of Interior 
U. S. Fish & Wildlife Service 

OWNER ADDRESS Address: 911 NE 11'11 Avenu e 
Portland, Oregon 97232-4182 

Phone Number: (503) 231-6201 
Fax: (503) 231-6161 
E-ma il : web rcolv(ldws.oov 

OPERATOR NAME Robert "Bob" Turik 

OPERATOR ADDRESS Address: USF&WS Hagerman National Fish 
Hatchery 

3059-D Nationall' ish Hatchery Rd 
Hagerman, Idaho 83332 

Phone Number: (208) 837-4896 
Fax: (208) 837-6225 
E-mail: bob turik(U h\ s.1!0\ 

PERMIT TRANSFERS Yes 
1. Is this a new operator? No 
If new, red ew the following: According to VI I. I. "Transfers. Authorintion to discharge under this pem1itmay be 
automatically transfeiTCd to a new permittee on the date specified in the agreement only if: 
I. The current permittee notifies the Director of the Ollice of Water and Watersheds at least 30 days in advance of 

the proposed tran:.fer d~ te; 
2. The notice includes a written agreement between the existing and new pennittees containing a specific date for 

tran. fer of penn it responsibi li ty and liabilily between them; and 
3. The Director does not notify the existing permittee and the new pennittees of its intent to revoke and reissue the 

authorization to discharge. 
!NOTE: No permit transfers have occmTcd for this facilitv.) 

2. Was EPA and ID EQ notified in writing of the Yes N/A 
transfer? No 
LOCATION OJ< FACILITY GPS taken at entrance to fac ility: Garmin GPS 
Previous GPS: Garmin GPS At Road Fork At Visitor 
Latitude: N 42.76073450° Entrance 
Longitude: W -114.86061358° Lat itude: N 42.65268° N 42.7617° 
Date: November 7, 2011 Longitude : W 114.86324° w 114.86243° 
Time: 15:43 Date: 5-29-20 l3 5-29-2013 

Time: 09:22 09:25 

Aquaculture Facility Jnspectiou S urvey 
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,........---- - ~- - ------------
-- --------1(·-;;;mt: 8 Satellites 9 Sa tell~ 

Googlc Earth GPS at entrance to Htcility: i 

At Road Fork At \'isitor I 

Entrance 
I.atitude: 
N 42° 45' 46.1-1" N .no 4:5' 42.17"' 

I .ongitudc: 
\V ll-1° 51' 47.71" w 114° 51' 44.63" 
Ele\alion: 2968' 2977' 
Date: 5-29-2013 5-29-2013 

-~--------- -·---------· --
AUTHORIZATION TO DISCHARGE 

~c--------- ------------ -
1. Did you rcc~i\·c a letter authorizing: you to discharge'? Yes- The letter is dated 

November 5, 2007, 
No 

~-----

:2 ... Addrcs~ce .. on the authorizatinn to discharge letter: Name: Brian Ken" orthy, Project 

Leader. lie is now retired. 
3. Is this correct'? 

Yes 
No: It should he changed to Craig 
Eaton, Project Leader 

4-. Do you haYc a copy of the permit? Yes- The permit was shown to 
DEQ. 
No 

-----~-

5. Is the racility currently discharging'? Yes 
No 

6. \Vas the facilily containing, growing or holding fish on Yes 
December I, 2007 (effective date of the permit)? No 

7. If not currently discharging, when do you expect to rem fish N/A 
a~ain at this facility? Date: --
8. [II. A. I. & :!. (p I O)]Do you plan to participate in Pollutant Yes 

Trading? No 
PROIIIBITED mSCIIARGES 

Pari TL B., Page 29. Review the prohibited discharges 1 & 2 {a~ h) with the interviewee. COMPLETE- Mr. Turik 
reml this section from the permit. 
1. I lave you had any such prohibited discharges since December Yes 
I, :!007'? No 
2. Do you expect to hm'c any difliculty prohibiting such Yes 
discharues from this facility'? No ------- ---~· 
Ouest ions or Comments: None 

PROIIIBITED PRACTICES 

Part II. C., Pages 29-30. R1.'Yicw the prohibited praL~ticcs I - 2 with the interviewee. COl\'IPLETE- i\lr. Turik 

read this section from tht• permit. 

1. Have you or any other employee engaged in any of these Yes 

_prohibited practices since December I, 20tl7? No 
2. Do you expect to have any cliflleulty ~rohibiting such practices Yes 

Aquaculture Facili(l' lmpection Survey 
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at this fmjlity'? 
-'--~----- ----------------- No 

Questions or Comments: None 
----

DI\IR- FACILITY MONITORING REQUIREMENTS 
-~ 

Part II. D .. (~ee page 30-33). Ask to sec the recent DMRs and raw data. Review to determine if the pcrmincc b 
11lling in the com . .'ct data (inlluelll, cf'Jlucnt rm\ data, and dOucm ncO. Sec page 30, II. D. 2. b .. for requirement 
when data arc less than iviDL 

According toIL D., "The permitlcc shall monitor discharges n·om all outlltlls authorized under the pl:rmit as 
specified in Tables l2and 13 ... "(sc ... ~pagcs30-33) 

For frequency requirements, SCI..' fiJotnott' 16 or Table I~- and footnote 29 ofl able 13 for OLSBs) 
I NOTE: The facility produced a number of DMR's, which they have 111ed on-site.j 

1. \Vhen was the last monitoring event? Apri13, 2013 as part of qua•·tcrly 
monitorinu • 

1. \Vho conducted the monitorin!!? . Jeremy Trimpe) -
3. Is this the person who usually conducts the monitoring'? Yes 

No -:-------------
4. Who Jills out the DMRs'? .Jeremy Trimpey 
5. When was the most recent DMR submitted to EPA and IDEQ? April3, 2013 as part of quartcl'iy 

monitorino. 
-

6. [II. D. 1.] Do you monitor discharges fl·om all out falls \'cs 
authorized under this permit us specified in Table 12 (p 31) No 
(Raccwa:ts and FFSBs) and Table 13 (p 32) (OLSHs)'' 

I NOTE: The facility lws 4 disch:~rgcs: (1) Steelhead Raceways (Dry during i\lay-August); (2) Trout 
Raceways (Dry OctohH-FdH·uary); (3) Display Pond (always on display for the public); and (4) 
lbtclu.•ry House -llntch 1 (Online M:1y- August) and IIatch 2 (Onlint• .June- September). All 
discharges no to Rilt'Y Creek. 

7. [!L D. 2. a.] Do you usc methods that can achic\'e MDLs less Yes 
than or equal to those spcciJicd in Table 15 (p 34 )'.' No 
8. [II. D. 2. b.] For purposes of reporting on the DMR. do you Yes 
comply with Appendix D, 4? No 
9. Influent Water Sources 

[NOTE: The facility has 14 influent sources. The major sources arc (I) Main Spring, (2) Len 
Lewis Spring, (3) Riley Creek, (4) Bickel Springs, (5) Spring #17 and (6) Spring #13. The 
remainder is comprised of smaller SJlrino sources (8 of them). [ 
a. How many influent sources'? Mr. Turik explained that the 

facility has 14 sources. 
b. Arc nll influent sources monitored for ilow'? Yes- Mr. Turik explained that 

the facility keeps a good record of 
flows for all of their influent 
spring sources. 
No 

c. Arc all inl1uent sources monitored for \VQ parameters? Yes 
No- Mr. Turik explained that 
these arc combined into one prior 
to entering the facility. 

d. Arc all influent sources combined into one snmplc to Yes 
determine Jlow and/or \\'Q parameters'? No -Mr. Turik explained that 

these arc combined into one prior 
to cntcrino the facility, 

Aquaculture Facili(l' Inspection SurPey 
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10. Raceways and FFSBs Discharges III.D.3! (Table 12, I' 31) 

!NOTE: Mr. Turk explained that' the facility docs NOT have a FFSB. They han raceways for 
stcelhcad and tront.I --
a. [II. D. 3. a.] Timing: Are all inllucnl and effluent samples and Yes 

!low measurcmenb taken <lll the same dav'? No 
b. [II. D. 3. b] Timing: If your il1cility has multiple cfllucnt Yes 

discharge points anlVor inllucnt points. do you composite samples No 
from aiiJ10~1tS proportionally to their respective_ llow'? 

c. [II. D. c. b.] Location: Arc cnlucnt samples from the cf'llucnt Ye-s 
stream collected juslE!:J!~~ to dischantc into the receiving waters? No 

·-
d. [II. D. c. b.]l.ocation: If the crflucnt stream mixes with other Yes 

Jlow~, do you collect cJ'Jlucnt samples from the effluent stream just No 
prior to dischart!;c into receiving waters? 

-· 
I c. [II. D. c. b.] l,ocation: If the fbcility with raceways discharges Yes I 

to a FFSB(s). do you collect en1uent samples Ji·01n the FFSB(s) No 
just prior to discharge into the receiving waters? N/ A -The facilit)' docs not have a 

FFSB. ---
C [II. D. 3. C.] Small discharges: Docs the facility have small Yes 

dist:hargcs that comprisL· less than l 0/u of the total raceway Oows? No -1\lr. Turik explained that all 
of the now is accounted for. 
Consequently, the facility do<·s 

-
not have an~· small discharges. 

·-
g. [II. D. 3. c.] Small discharges: Are the Oows of lhcsc small Yes 

disclwrgcs monitored at a minimum or once per yeor? No 
N/A- 1\lr. Turik explained that 
the facility docs not have any 
small discharges. 

h. [Table 12. p 3!. Footnote I 7] What is the intcJ'\alof discrete Mr. Trimpey explained that the 
sampling for the composite sample? (The penn it requires four or interval is for 1 hour. 
more discrete samples taken m one-half hour intervals or greater in 
a 24 hour period.) 

-~-- - - ---
i. [Tahle 12, p 31, Footnote 17] \Vhen sampling raceway YC's 

discharge, is at lenst one sample taken during quiescent zone or No 
raCC\\'U):' cJcaninp.? ('"at least ~_;:1 of" the samples") 

If not, why not? N/A 
j. [Table 12, p 32. Footnote I 7] What types of samples are taken Mr. Turik and ~lr. Tl'impcy 

for inllucnt? (permittees with spring inJluents may elect to take ~xplained that they have two 
grab:;, page 32, ti.1otnotc 17} l~vcls of monitoring: (I) 

individual grabs for production 
raceways and OLSB; and (2) 
composite orabs for now. 

k. I low and whcrc is now measured fi.H- the raceways? And by Mr. Turik and 1\lr. Trimpcy 
whom? explained that flow is measured 

off of gauges representing the 
various spring sources. I\lr. 
Trimpey is responsible for 
measuring the flow. 

Aquaculture Facili(l' lmpection Sun•ey 
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I I. [Table 12, p31, Footnote l..f]ls this !low m ea:-.urcment 
..... 

Yes 
No ~art LA. ( p 7'1f? ....... Lm£_t!~~-~"~~-l~_ne of_~~~~~~-~P~:~~ified in Appcn~!~_!:_: .. ! 

II m. [Table 12, p 32, Footnotl' I X] Are all inllu 
----~~--- -~-~--- --·------.-- --- ---- -

cnt and cl'lluent Yes 

n~- day? -~------~-~--~~ --~----------. . ..:~5:_!,!~J!}cs and flow ~~~t.!__:~J~-~!1_~-~-mts takc1~ ()E ... !~-~~--!:~ 
, n. [Tobie 12. p 31, Footm>te 15] Is llow m,·as 

··--" 
urcment t.tkcn I Y cs 
n applic~1hk-, once No ! concurn:ntly with each pollutant sampling. whe 

~ for C\'ery composite sample? 
( )r is it taken on either tht: inJlucnl or ern 

measurement at that location accurali.:ly rdlcds 
to the t_"~~t;i~iJ:!_g ~~~~£r? ___ _ 

"""' '" '"'" '" '"" l the discharge Jlm\ No 

----- - . - - ~ -~---·-----

II. II ow is thL' flow measuring devic-e calibrate( 
! g~wgcs that were initially installed per manu 

l? And by whom? Flow is measurNI from electronic 
fachJrcr·'s spccilications. The initial cnlibration was 
·; and were originally calibrated by a USF\VS 
r the flow mca!-Jurcmcnts and thc day-to-day visit of 
n lost or appea~s questionable. 

.J 

... 

'II based on those manufactun.·r-~s spt•t•ilications 
Engineer. i\-lr. Trimpcy is in charge of taldn~-, 

l._!!!~gnugcs to ascertain -~5alibration has hcc 
12. OLSBs Monitodng Mensurements [II.D.4 

~~..J NOTE: The facility has two (2) OLSH's:J. 
a. [II. D. 4.] Docs the facility collect crllucn 

crflucnt stream just2!:i_~~ to dist..:hargc into the rc 
b. [Table 13, p 32, l:ootnote 25] Ar<' OLSB 

effluent samples collcct~..~,d during quiesccn,!.z~:!l 
c.·. II ow Jnd where is Jlow measured f\.)r the 

I Yes 
-~---~-----

t samples ii·om the 
~ceiYinu waters? 
inlluent and 
c cleaninu_? --------
0 I.SBs? And by 

whom? 

nwasurcmcnt one 

··-· 

d. JTable 13, p 32, Footnote 27]1s the How 

of' those specified inAJ>J'."''.<'ix E.l.A.'?--:c:-=-=~· 
e. [Table 13, p 33, Footnote 28] For OLSB 

arc fluw measurements taken concurrently with 
cflluent or influent, 
pollutont 

sampling, when applicable'? 
cfllucnt as long as Or is it taken on either OLSB inlluent or 

the measurement at that location accurately rcll ccts the d ischar!_!c 
flow to the receiving water? 

C [Table 13, p 33, h>otnote 30] Docs the fa cility monitor for 
composite samples? 

t4 or more 
•ater in a 24-hour 

If so. docs the composite sample rcprcscn 
discrete samples taken at 1

-'J hour intervals or grc 
period'! 

Aquaculture Facili(r Inspection Sun·e,v 

No 
Yes 
No 

l\lr. Trirnpey e~plained that no" 
is measured on a Sigma 950 
Incline Flow Meter (Electronic) 
that measures the flow from the 
OLSB prior to discharge into 
Riley Creel<. The now 
measurement is taken by !\I r. 
Tl'illlJleV. 
Yes 
No 
Yes- Flow measurements arc 
done Hat tht> same time" when 
monitoring is conducted as part 
of a rotation with the raceway 
monitoring. 
No 

Yes 
No 

~~n-

Yes- ns composite grab samples. 
No 

Yes- I hmu· intt>rvals. This was 
previously approved by EPA in 
the 1990's. 
No 

··-· 

I 

I 
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r·· l)l) the Ctllllptlslte san~,;fC~rcp~~~~nt tnultipfe~ftl~t~~;~t·-----
! discharge pnints and/or inllw.:nt points as samc day samples lhHn 

I ~~~~:o~n~pl~>p<~r~onallyto.tl~~~r respc~tl\e 11<~~~,·~--------·- Yes 
No 

-·~·------, 

Flow is measured at the bottom of [ g. I IO\\ and \\'lll'rl' is Jlnw measured l(n the { H SBs'? 
I 

I 
And by whom? 

thl' OLSB's pritu· to dischnq:~t· 

1

1 into Riley Creek using a Sigma 
Flow ~Jeter. 

Mr. Trimpcy docs the 
mcnsurcmcnL 

" _____ ,,,,~-~~--~·-·-~------·-- ----~~"·---~----~-·~~----·-- ---- ----- ''"''~-------·-

h. I low is the Jlow measuring device calibrated'! The flow meter was calibrated 

And by \\'hom'! 

hack in th(• 19Xtrs with support 
and approval of IDWR. Since 
then the flow has hccn very 
consistent based on the cxpcricnt·r 

of staff. 

1\Ir. Trimpey is responsible for 
flow mcasun•mcnts~ and for 

ascertaining that the flow meter is 

__ --·· . . ... ----·-- . ..... I reading co•:•:e_c_t_i,:. ---·· 
r'\OTE: DEQ discussrd \\ith l\Jr. TritnJH'Y._i\h. Turik :md Mr. Enton :thout now meters bt•ing calibratl'd. I 

t•xpl:1inNI that then• should most likely be some mrthod of cullrcting flow information (sul'lt as a pn
calibrated staff gngr that mt·asures eh~vation tlwt is associated with flow) that ran support tlu• dc-ctronic.· 

Although the t•xpt•rit•m•ed starr <H"l' able t~ dt.•tt.•rmint• vistwlly if lht• flcm is not delivering properly, DEQ II 

! readout of the nwter; in other words, to confirm the readout of the JHl'tt•J._. 1 

~ After thl' inspl·etion~ DEQ did an Int<.•rnet sc.•arch of the Si~nl:l 950 Flow i\Icter, and dt•tcrmincd that i 
, calibration of thl· ultrasonic depth seuso1· can actually be don(' via one of two llll'thods: Liquid Depth and I 

Sl'nsor lll'ight. Although t•ach me-thod has its own atlYantages nnd disadvant:1gcs, tht• S('it'Ct('d lll('thod would 1 

he dt•pt•nd('nt upon thl• sit{' conditions. The n•commcndation in the on-lin{' manual is to calihr:1te the 
ultrasonic st·nsor each tinw thl' sensor is inst:1lkd at a Ill''\\ sit<.~. So if the scnsor was calibrated at instnllation. 
and if the flow ntl·ter lws reumincd in the same posiHon sinct• fir·st installed, then most Iikdy the cnlibration 

' \'\Ould not be neccssarv until such timc as the Sl'nsor is mon•d to a new location. Also, the manufacturer 
I recommends calibr:~ti~JJ when the sensor is tirst installed. "hl'll a new sensor io;; instaliNl, o1· when the 

difference betwct'n the level rending of tht.• flow meter and the indept•IHient vcrificnton (such as a dipstick 
with u ruler) is inrreusing. DEQ obtaint.•d PDF COilir-s of the two Internet sources and submitted tht.•m to l\lr. 
E1~tou as follow np on t_!~~~~pection. 

i. [Table 12, p 31, Footnote 16] \\'hat is monitoring Jh:-qucncy 
of the OLSBs"? _ ,_.. ·~-

k" [Table 12. p 31. Footnote I 8] Arc all inlluent and cfllucnt 
_ samJJks and llow n_~~~~re1.ncnts taken on .. tl~1::~~mc dav'} 

L [Table 12, p 3~. Footnote 20] Doe' t!h.~ i11cility monitor l~w 
temperature? 

~-;-;--,-:-·--····" ··-·-----;-
m.lTable 12, p 32, Footnote 21] Docs the J~1cility monitor [~)r 

copper? 

Aquaculture Facili(l' Inspection Survey 

Quartel"ly for TSS and TP; and 
monthly for Flow. _____ _ 

"Yes 

No 
t~'---=-·- ···-·······--·---""--·-

Yes- Quarterly at the influent 
and at the effluent locations. 
No 
Yes 
No- Cu products arr not used on 
the facility. 



:-..pi)!" 1'\l'll I I!)'\ dlt'Ck!l'-1 

Julv IX. 2n13 

rc::--- ---- ---- --------- ---- --- ---------- :--:---T-:-:---~c::--:::-:c-::-:::--c-

1 13, [Table 12, p 32, lout note I <J] \Vas net cfllucnt lt>ad recorded Yes- The Di\IR for Aprii-Ju ne 
I on the J)MR eakuh1ted l'OITCctly'<' (check a J\:w D0.1Rs: ~L'C 2013 ''as reviewed. Everything 

1

- Appentlix D, page 75 for equations) appeared to be correct in all 
ralculntions. 

I 
No -------·----·- - ____ " _____ _ 

any recent violations oft he penn it limits? Yes 

16. Arc DMR datil consistent with analytical results'? 

No 

N/A 

Yes 
No 
Yes 
No 

RECEIVING WATER M 0 N IT~O:;'RC::INC'-G"i-, -,-;c:--;---;:-· 
Part IL E., tscc pages 33-35 ). According_ to I LC.I.. "AI! permittees with <)LSB that discharge Llircctly to recdving 

water must conduct n:c~h-ing water monitl)ring for ammonia, pi L and temperature upstream Jhm1 th1.' outfall.·· 
;\nd .::. ''All n1cilities using chclatC'd copper compound~ or copper sulfhte mu:.t monitor total rccovdahk• C!lppcr 

and hnrdnt:ss immediately upstream l)f thl." out fa!! at kast on.:e in any quarter when these compounds arc 
applied,.," 

Ask h) sec till' QA Plan which will dcscrilll.' where thl.' samples nrc taken in the r~.·ccidng stream. 
[l'OTE: i\1r. Turik concmTcd that I he facility i'i doing Rccdving \Vater l\lonitoring b<.•causc they 
discharge from2 OLSB's. Mr. Turili <.·onlirmcd that the facility docs nolusc Cu products. Tlw QA 
Pbm was ~~~cSC!ltcd to DEQ to review during th(' inspection.) h- . , ····-·· ~---

L [IL E. L] Docs the fncilityluwc nn OLSil discharging to a [Yes 
receiving stream? No 

If so, arc you monthmng: recetYmg water lor ammoma, pi I. anJ \ es 
tcm Jcraturc up:->tream from the uulHtll'.' -· No ________ ~ 
2. [IL E. 2.] Docs the facility usc chdntcd copper compounds or Y cs 
copper sult~ilc? No 

If so, arc you monitoring receiving water for total recoverable Y cs 
copper and hardness immediately upstream of the outfall in any No 

quarter'.:.' -c~-:-:----:--:-------;,----;----;,----:-----t-cN;-;'/"A"------
3. [II. E. 3.] Arc receiving water samples grab samples and are \'cs 
they collected during the time when cfJlucnt composite samples No 

I --·-l 
·-·-·--~ 

nrc being cnll~£lcd Ji.Jr the same pan:,~uc:n;::c.::tc::'r.~s·'-?-:---;--:---:=-:------ -eN;-;',-·, rc:'-------~»---~-»--~-·--
..t. [11. l:. 4.] Arc rccdving wntcr samples analyzed using EPA Yes 
approved methods capable of achieving method detection limits No 
(MDI.s) that arc equivalent to or less than those listed in Table 15 N'A 
(Permit, p 34)'? 
5, [IL E. 5.]Arc yon submitting the results to EPA and IDEQ with 
the DMRs'' 

Yes 
No 
N!ll f---::-c-:-:--c----,-,------.--,-----c---:-:--,__-i-'-'"-'--------·------

6. [IL E. b.] Arc receiving water monitoring results submitted hJ Yes 
EPA with copies to IDEO withthc DMRs fiJr the month whcnt~.c-=-'-"--'-N-'''c'.-----------·---·---·-..J 

Aquaculture Facili(l' ln.t:.]Jection Survey 
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monitoring: is conducted'! 

Docs the DMR report include all information required in Part V.E. 
. and a summary and evaluation nfthe analytical results, including a 
1 I t 1· ftl I ftl I t S lOr t ISCUSS!Oil 0 K' accuracy am preciSIOn o tc c a a. any 

problems with sample collection or analysis thnt may have ntTcctcd 
the n:sults, or what conditions existed at the time of the sample 
collection that may be relevant to how representative the dnta may 

\'cs 
No 
NA ; 

Pagt' 12 

be or the uormal l.:ondition~ at thal site'? 
17. [11. E. 7.] Is quality assurancc:quality control plans (.QA()C Yes 

------

1 plans) for all the monitoring, documented in the QA Plan required No 
~.<i.CI: Part ll.F (Quality Assurance Plan)'? N!A . . 

QUALITY ASSURANCE PLAN (QA P_l>A~-~~--~ __ . 
rt ILL (sec page 35). Acnm.ling to ILF. "'The permittee must develop n QA plan fnr all monitoring required b.;. 

thi'> p~.:nniL The plan must bt: UC\'clopcd and implemented within 60 days of coYcragc under this permic·· 
!NOTE: The (~'Ian was presented to DEQ for review.! 

I. [II. F.] Do you have a ()A plan? Yes- The plan was updated most 
recently on November 30,2012 
and expires on December 31, 
2013. 
No 

2. [II.F.] When did you submit the ccrtilication (Appendix F) that December 14, 2012 
a plan has been developed and is being implemented'? 
3. [II.F.l.]ls the ()i\ Plan designed to assist in planning for the Yes 
collection and analysis or cfJlucnt and receiving water samples in No 
support o!'the permit and in explaining data anomalies when they 
occur'? 
4.[II.F.2.] During all sample collection and analysis activities, Yes 
docs the permittee use the EPA-approved quality assurance and No 
quality control ( ()i\IQC) and chain-okustody procedures 
described in EP Ai()A!R-5 and EP AiQA/G-5? 
5. [II.F.2.] Is the QA Plan prepared in the format that is specilicd Yes 
in EPNQA'R-5 and EPAiQA/G-5? No 
6. [II.F.3.a)] Docs the QA Plan include: details on the number of Yes 
samples. tyve of sample containers, preservation of samples No 
including temperature requirements, holding times, analytical 
methods, analytical detection and quantilication limits for each If not, what is missing? N/A 
parameter, tyvc and number of quality assurance field samples, 
precision and accuracy requirements, sample preparation 
requirements, sample shipping methods, and laboratory data 
deliverv requirements? 
7. [Il.F.3.b)] Does the QA Plan must include: description of now Yes 
measuring devices or methods used to measure inJlucnt and! or No 
cfOucnt flow at each point, calibration procedures, and 
calculations used to COn\ Crt tO ilO\\ units. If a pcrmittcc"s fncilit) If not. what is missing? N/A 
has multiple effluent discharge points and/or influent points, it 
must describe its method or compositing samples from all points 

' 
proportional!~ to their respective flows? 

Aquaculture Facili{l' bt.\]Jectiou Surl'I!J' 
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------- ---~-~--~ -~- ··--- ... 
S. [II.F.3.b. (I )j If you elected to take grab samples or innuents. Yes- i\lr. Turik nnd l\1r. 
docs th~ plan provilk· evidence of insignificant variability among: Trimpcy cxplnincd that the 
influent sources? variuhllity of the spring som·res is 

very low; and has remained 
constant sincr they were first 
developed via their \rater rights. 
No --------··- -- ------- -----~---- •. 

9. [II.F.3.b.t2)] If you elected to not monitor small disdwrges that Yes 
comprise less than 1% of the total raceway flows. docs the plan No 
provide justification that cfiluent quality or these discharges is the N/A 

I snmc as monitored dischan!.cs'? 
1 8. [li.F.3.c.J Docs the QA Plan include a map(s) of sampling Yes- DEQ confirmed this in the 

points, including receiving water sampling locations and QA Plan. 
j~sti!i~ati<~!. for_the choice of the snmplin~? No 

II. [II.F.3.c.] Docs the OA Plan have a location of the small Yes 
discharges that comprise less than I ~/0 of the total raceway llows'? No 

N/A ---------
12. [II.F.4.d.] Docs the QA Plan include qualifications and Yes- DEQ confim1cd this in the 
trainings of personnel'? QA Plan. 

No 
13. [Il.F.4.e.] Docs the ()A Plan include the laboratory name and Yes- DEQ confirmed this in the 
telephone number? QA Plan. 

No 
14. [II.F.5.] Arc copies of the QA Plan kept on site and made Yes 
available to EPA and IDEQ upon request? No 

If lack of suitable storage area makes on-site storage impossible, is Yes 
he OA Plan kept in the possession of starr whenever they are No 
working on-site? N/A 
15. Is facility following r using the QA Plan? Yes- Mr. Turik confirmed this. 

No 
BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES PLAN (BMP !'LAN) 

Part III (sec page 36). According to Part Ill. C .. ··the permittt•c must develop and implement a BMP Plan which 
meets the specific requirements listed in Part III. E. 

IN'OTE: The facility provided DEQ with a copv of their Bl\IP Plan for review.! 

I l. Do you have a l3Iv1P plan? Yes- It was updated on 

I ()ecembcr 14,2012. 

I No 

I 

I 
If not on site. is it in the possession of stnff when they arc Yes 
working on-site? No 

I N/A 
2. When did you submit the certification (Appendix F) that a plan December 14, 2012 
has been dew loped'? 

I 

3. Chemical Storage 
a. ensure proper storage to pre\'cnt spills, Yes 

No 

Aquaculture Facili(r Inspection Survey 
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b. implement Jm)cedurcs for proper containing, cleaning and 
disposing of spilled material. 

4. Structural iv1aintcnance 
a. routinely inspect rearing and holding units .md waste 

collection containment to identify and promptly repair 
damage. 

I low oll.cn'! 

b. regularly conduct maintenance of rearing and holding units 
and waste collect inn and containment systems to ensure their 
proper function 

5. Training Requirements: 
a. Train personnel in spill prc\'Cntion and clean-up and 
disposal of spilled 1natcrials. 
b. Train personnel on proper structural inspection and 
maintenance of rearing and holding units and waste collection 
and containment systems. 

6. Operational Requirements: 

Yes 
No 

Yes 
No 

l'agL"" 14 

Almost daily based on staff visits 
about the facility. 

Yes 
No 

Yes- This were conllrmed by 
DEQ. 
No 
Yes- This was confirmed by 
DEQ. 
No 

a. \Vater which is disinfl:ctcd with chlorine or other chemicals Yes 
must be treated before it is discharged to waters of the U.S. No 

N/ A- No chlorine is used. 
b. Treatment equipment used to control the discharge of 
l1oating:, suspended or submerged matter must be cleaned and Y cs 
maintained at a frequency sufficient to prevent overflow or No 
byvass of the treatment unit by 11oating, suspended, or N/A- No chemical tr<.'atmcnt is 
submerged matter. used to clean equipment. 

c. Procedures must be implemented to prevent fish fi·om 
entering quiescent zones, full-Oow and off-line settling basins. Yes 
Fish which hm·e entered quiescent zones or basins must be No 

removed ns soon as practicable. 

d. All drugs and pesticides must be used in accordance with 
applicable label directions (F!FRJ\ or FDA) Yes 

No 
c. Chclated copper compounds and copper sulCate, when used, 
must be applied to only one raceway at a time. Yes 

[ Identify and implement procedures to collect. store, and 
dhqJOse of\\'nstes, such as biological wastes, in accordance 
with JDJ\P J\ §02.04.17 and JDAP J\ §58.0 1.01. Such wastes 
include lish mortalities and other processing solid wastes fTom 
aquaculture. 

Aquaculture Facility fll.']Jection Survey 

No 
N/ J\- No Cu products arc used. 

Yes- The facility uses a Mortality 
Pit. And this was visited during 
the site Yisit. 
No 
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g. ImplemL'nt procedures to control the rckase of transgenic or 
tWil-IHHin• fish or their diseases as spcl'ilied in any pcrmit(s) Yes 
issued hy the Idaho Department or Fish nnd (Jam~ f(Jr tht· No 
importation, transportation, release or sale of such species, in 
accordance with 11):\P A ~ 13.111.1 O.lllll. 

h. lmplenH.'Ill pmcedurL's to eliminate the release of PCBs 
fhnn ~my known sources in the fal'ility. induding paint. eaul~. 
or l'ccd Yes 

When was the BMP Planu J<iated reccllllv'? 

No 
NIA- No sour-c<' of PCB's an· 
allowed on-site. 
November 30,2012 

Hl<>es 38-39) 

If vcs. a::.k to sec the Chemical Log Sheet. {sec Appendix G, page 91)- The log sheets of the last 3 
months were provided to DEQ to review. No apparent abnormalities \\ere noted in the log sheets. 
The fncility hus nn E:\cel spreadsheet where all drugs and chemicals arc recorded. Thh; is then 
tmnsferred into the Di\IR month!\' reportino, 
1. Arc records being maintained of nil applications'? Yes 

No 
3. \Vhen an IN AD or L."xtralabel drug is used for the Jirst timt\ you Confirmed'? !\Jr. Turik 
arc rcquirt..·d to report this orally and in writing to I:t>A and IDE(). understands the n•porting 

requirement. 
'{ L'S 

No- No INAD's or e'tnrlahol 
lin\<.~ you used INJ\Ds or plan to liSt..' IN ADs or extra label drugs? drugs have h('Cil used. 

" 
Yes- i\lr. Turik confirmed that 
the facility has used in the past 
Chloramine T as an anti-
microbial agent for controlling 

If so, hnvc y~m written to EPA and J[)IJ) that you have signed up J>rolifcrativc gill disease and 
to usc an INAD or prescription? (pngL' ~}::) bacterial gill discnse. 

No 

llnv~ you provided an om I report to El' A and IDE\) or an IN AD Yes 
or prescription usc? (page 87) Date: April 1, 20]() 

No 

Ilavc you provided n wnll~n report to EPA and IDEQ of an IN AD Yes 
or prescription use? (page 89) Date: i\larch 16, 20l0 

No 

Aquaculture Facili(l' Iu~pectiou Surr•ey 
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I Yes 

I Date: i\larch 16,2010 
No 

B. Structural Failure (see pagr 39) 
Remind the interviewee of this new requirement: Confirmed'? Yes 

Failure or damage to the tUcility must be reported to EPA and Yes -Mr. Turik confirmed this. 
IDE(} orally within 24 hours and in writing within five days when No 
there is a resulting dischar!.!c ofpollutants to waters of the U.S. 

C. Spills of fred, drugs, pesticides or other chemicals (sec page 
39) Conl1rmcd'/ Yes 
Remind the intcrYicwec or this new requirement: The permittee Yes- l\lr. Turil; confirmed this. 
must monitor and report to FPA and IDEQ any spills that result in No 
a discharge to waters ofth..: United State::>: these must be reported 
orally within 24 hours and in writing within five davs. 

D. Annual Report of Operations (sec page 40) 
Remind the interviewee of this requirement: The pennittec must Confirmed"/ Yes 
prepare and submit an annual report of operations by January 20'h Yes- i\lr. Turik confirmed this. 

of each year to EPA and !DEQ. (sec Appendix II, page 95-96 for No 
form) 
l. Did you submit the last report as required'! Yes 

No 

2. Is the annual report complete'.' (Check the rcpOit against the Yes 
required clements on pages 95-96.) No 

Ask to sec the annual logs of production. 
3. Arc the logs consistent with what is reported in the annual Yes 
report? No 

4. Was the lilcilily able to provide a lithe required paper Yes 
documentation requested? No 

FACILITY PHYSICAL INSPECTION- SITE TOlJR 
Ohjccti\'fS of the facility inspection include: identifying nll dischargl'S to the surface waters from the Htcility: 
observing and recording prohibited discharges or practices: and noting any problems. Many of these questions arc 
subjective.- DEQ l'Xplainl'd that the site tour for this inspt•ction would \'isit the (1) l\lortality Pit, (2) Trout 
Rart•ways, (3) Hatch Bouse, (4) Chiller Building, and (5) the- De-gassing Chambers for the Trout H.al·eways 
and the Influent \\':tter Sources. At thr time of the inspection, the facility only had the Trout Raceways wet 
and running. The Stcelhead Raceways were dry and won't be n111ning until August 2013. 

Additionally. th<.• l>EQ was also doing nn NPD ES industrial storm water inspection at EPA's rcq ucst since 
this is a thlerul facility. This would include visiting: (I) 2 Storm Drains by the Steelhc<td Rarl'ways, (2) 
Chemical Containml'nt Arl':t Storage inside tht' Chiller Building. (3) Ful'l Containment Area (outsid<.•) and 
(-1) the Floor Drain insidl• th<.• Chillt•r Building. This particular industrial stormwatl'l" inspection is in a 
scparute industrial stormwatcr checklist that was submitted bv DEQ to EPA. 

I. Any excessin: feed in the raceways? Yes 
No- The Trout Raceways were 
the only active racrways at the 
time of the inSJ>ection. 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

I 

2. Any excessive solids ~tirrcd up in raceways'? Yes _j No 
---

Aquaculture Facility In<I1Jection SmTey 
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3. Are all the barrier dam boards in place and level? 

4. Any cxccssive solids huilt up ln quiescent zones? 

5. Any excessive solids going over the dam boards. 

6. Any fish observed in the quiescent zones? 

--

Aquaculture Facili(r Iu.\pection Survey 

----- -- r:·--- -------~-- -------~--~- -
Yes 
No 
Yes 
No 
Yes 

' No 
Yes 
No 
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Raceways 7, 8, 9 and 10 wer·e on-line and actin with trout. 
Approximately 30,000 trout per raceway= 120,000 trout total. 

·~- M~-~--

Not shown in th<.' digitnl arc the 3 degassing chamber units associated with these raceways. 
These were set up to reduce the amount of nitrogen that appears to exist in the svstem. 

J)]SCIIARGES 
Photo (s) of racewav(s), tailrace, and/or full-flow scttlinn basin discharges. 

DEQ did not don site visit of the effluent dischar·ge from the OLSB during the inspection. 
The facilitv docs not have a FFSB. 

J\rc there any unreported out falls? (check observed against Yes 
NO]) No 
lf so. describe: N/ A 

Photo (s) of reccivina water(s), Jlarticularlv documenting anv of below: 
DEQ did not do a site visit of the receiving water (Riley Creek) during the inspection. 

However·, prior· to the site visit, DEQ did observe the receiving water (Riley Creek) at the bridge site 
on Riley Creek (approximately 1050 feet from the OLSB Effluent Discharge point. The responses 

below correspond to this site visit off of the bridne, 
1. Any floating solids or visible ft.mm in other than trncc Yes 
amounts? No 
2. Any evidence of discharged sludge. grit or accumulated solid Yes 
residues? No 
3. Any floating or suspended or submerged maHer, including Yes 
dead fish, in amounts causing nuisance or objectionable No 
condition? 
4. I.ocntion of the receiving water monitoring. DEQ did not visit the site used for 

rcccivino wntcr monitorino, 
5. If the facility ha:s un OLSB(~), is it discharging? Yes 

No 
IIATCIIUOUSE 

DEQ did a site visit of the Hatch House where cons were beina raise 

Aquaculture Facility 111.\]Jection Sun•e.v 
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Hatch 1 - -'0 Tanks with Upwelling Incubators 
16 of th e Upwelling Incubators were filled with eggs. 

P.tgc 20 

Some of the eggs wer e shown growing into the Alevin stage within th e Upwelling In cuba to rs. 
Some of Alevins were a lrea d maturin to the and in th e t·accwa cont a in e r~. 
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DEQ did a site ,-isit of tlu• new main degassc-r station by the influl'nt water source. This dcgasscr is 
associated cnt water sour,ce: 

Some of the water from this station is piped to the Trout Raceway, where another set of 3 
chambers functions to reduce the dissolved nitrogen to acceptnble levels. The fncility hns 

experienc-ed skin sloughing and assoriated secondar·y infcrtions related to gas bubble disrase for 
the pnst severn! brood yenrs. In order to reduce gns bubble disease in the rainbow trout, the 

facility crew installed a vacuum degas system on the intake pipelines to the rainbow trout. This 
degas system significantly reduced dissolved nitrogen from a mean of 1 03J~l!fo to a mean of 

97.5°;';,. Trout grown in degassed water had no skin sloughing, tnil rot, 01· secondary infections 
from skin lesions, better survival, and hcttl'r feed conversion compared to the previous hrood 
year. (Source: USFWS, Hagerman Nationnl Fish llntchery, Reducing Dissolved Nitrogen Gas 
from WntN Supplied to a Single Bnnk of Rainbow Trout Raceways, November 2012; Intemet 

Address Location: 
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Mortality Pit Location- Only visible hy exposed pipes. 
\'isual inspection of both exposed pipes show·s the fish mortalities that arc deposited using a 5 
gallon plastic bucket. The location is on USF\VS propt•rtr but not readily visihle t"o the general 

public. During the sill' Yisit the question was asked of DEQ if lime should b<• added to the mortality 
pit. DEQ responded that quicklime was a suggested practice to discourage scavenging by 

predators, prevent odm·s, inhibit earthworms from hl'inging material to the soil surface, and 
dl~stroy harmful bactt-ria. The only smells noted were wht•n you were within 3 feet of the exposed 
pipes. There was no evidence of carcasses around a 20-foot perimeter of the exposed pipes. Flies 

were only evident inside the pipe chamber, below ground, where decomposition of the fish 
mortalities was occurring. There have never hccn any complains of foul odors since the location is 

within the of and far a from an on-site residrnccs. 

Photo (s) of receiving watcr(s}, particularly documenting any of the items below: DEQ did not visit 
the receiving water immediately at the OLSB Effluent Diseharge Outfall. DEQ did view the water, 
as off of the Hi Creek about 1050 feet downstream f the 

2. Any eviclencL' of discharged sludge. gril or accumulated solid 
residues? 
3. Any 
!ish in 

including dead Y cs 
condition? No 

FLO'\" i\IEASUREMENT DEVlCE(S)- DEQ did not visit any of the flow measuring stations 
durin this 

Aquaculture Facifi(r lmpectiou Sun•ey 
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1. \\'ere llow llll..'asun .. •ments taken durinf!_ inspection·: 

2. I .ocntion of lluw mca::;uring device J()r ract.!ways: 

3. I low arc !low nH.'nsurcmcnts taken f()J' raceways? 

4. 1 AK'.ttitm or !low measuring device rnr OLSih: 

5. II ow arc !low measurements taken for OLSBs'? 

Yes 
No 
Inlluent IlcaJ Box 
Raceway or Tailrace Efllw ... ~nt 
Other N/A 
Across a dam board 
Cnntrnctcd rectangular weir 
( )thcr weir 

---··~--,-·-~ 
,_,- --

Other N/A 
Efnucnt Box 
El11ucnt Pipe 
QZ cleaning time 
Other N/A 
/\cross a dam board 
V -Notched weir 
< )thcr weir --------
Other N/A 

SAMPI.ING LOCATION & SAMPLING PREPARATION 
DEQ did not take water quality samples or visit any of the sampling locations dur·ing the 

inspection. 
I. Are inJlucnt sample locations adequate'? Yes 

No 
2. Arc cfllucnt sample locations adcquat<.:? Yes 

No 
3. Arc samples refrigerated f iced d~._)\\'11 after sampling? Yes 

No 
4. An: samples iced down during transportation to contract Lab'! Yes 

No 
SOLIDS CONTAINMENT & STORAGE 

1. Is the solids disposal nrca adequate'? Yes 
Nn 

2. Removed solids prevented from reentry to navigable waters? Yes 
No 

3. Docs the facility land apply solids or irrigate with or apply Yes- Lund Appliention ns 
wastewater'.> f(•rtilizer on thr fadlity's lawn. 

No 
INSPECTION CONCLUSION DATA SHEET (I CDS) INFORMATION 

I. Did you observe dcJkiencies {potential vil)latinns) during the 
Yes 

on-site inspection'! No 

2. If so, did you communicate them to the filcility during the 
Yes 
No inspection? 
N/A 
Yes 3. Did the fhcdity or operator tah.· any corrective actions 
No 
N/A 
Yes ------ ·~--· 
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4, Did ynu pnn·ide general compliance as:-.istaJH.>t: during the 
inspcL'litms? 

5. Did you pro\·ide ~ite-spccitic compliance assist~mcc? 

AREAS OF CONCERN 

... 

No 

Yc~ 

No 

l. No areas of concern were nott.•d during the paper documentation. 

__ , __ ~ ---- ------

:!. Lack of current flo\\ meter calibration records. DEQ r·rcommended that an adjoining staff gage 
that was prrviously flow calibratrd hy elevation" ould bra simple way to ascertain if the no" 
meter was t·eading correctly. DEQ also submitted Internet sources to l\lr. Eaton (after the 
inSJ>ection) for proper calibration of the Sinma 950 Flm• Meter. 
' ·'· 

Other Issues: i\lr. Turik explained that tht• facility is looking to mid drculation tanl\s to the \H'St of 
the Chiller Building. DEQ explained that they would need to provide plans and specifications for 
an Idaho Code 39-118 Review. DEQ did provide (after the inspection) an email with pertinent 
infor'!'~tion<>IltJ~C 39-18 Revie,q>roc~s, __ " ___ 

-------~---~------- ---· -- ·--~-- ·~--· 
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Exhibit A. DMR Review 

DEQ did a re,iew of the DMR's on-sile for the period January 2012 through ~Ia~ 2013 and found 
no issul'S or concerns. This r<.~vicw was done nt the DEQ office prior to the sitC' inspection. 

During the silc inspection tlw lildlity provided all of their DMR's with associated lab 
reports/results; and llow calculation information for review. 
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Exhibit B. i\Iap/Diagt·am of Facility Indicating Flow Movement 

(>il'asr rrvirw thr pre,·ious inspection n·port ofNovemhrr 7, 2011. A nwp is contained in the report 
that has not l'lwngcd since that timC'. 

Also~ the previous report has <h.•tails of llow mrasuring devices or· nH•thods for influent and effluent 
flows, which also lun c not changed. II ow ever, the only ndditiou would be the degassing system 
\\ hich was added to the influrnt "atrr source and to the Trout Rncrways for dissolved nitrogen gas 
reduction. 
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Exhibit C. Digital Photo Log 
Name of Facility: F\ National Fi h Hatcher~ 

PO£ No. : IDG-130004 
Photographer: 
In pcction Date: 
Purpo e of Inspection: 

ue SwitLcr, OEQ 
l\la) 29, 2013 
NPOE Inspection 

ll\1G_3963.JJ>G 

IMG_3965.JPG 
Hatch House 
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T rout Racccways 
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IMG _3972.JPG 
Dcgnsscr Unit by Influent \Vater Source 
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